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REMARKS 

This is in response to the Official Action mailed on July 19, 2005. Claims 1-21 are 
pending; claim 1 has been amended and claims 2 and 13 have been canceled. The amendment to 
claim 1 adds the step of downloading a component, as previously recited in claim 18, and defines 
the recited "selection form" in greater detail (see original claim . 2) as v^ell as permissions (see 
original claim 13), and is therefore not believed to raise issues that require further search or 
consideration. The remarks address those amendments and traverse the rejection of claim 18. Entry 
of this Amendment and reconsideration of the outstanding rejections are respectfully requested. 

Independent Claim 1 

In the outstanding Office Action, the Patent Office rejects claim 1 as being anticipated 
by Chui. According to the Patent Office, the step of "forwarding to the host server a portion of the 
address book contents which concems the set of names after the names have been combined into the 
selection form" is inherent from Chui. The Patent Office cites to Column 17, lines 55-63 in support 
of this rejection: 

postal or courier 5ci\^kc) io the ^tpccificd recipients;. In thi* S5 
example, ihc front-end ioaagc ordering software would 
trartiSi»i! elcctiODically lo the falUllmetit eriteipri&e v^riom 
i0formatiod, e.g., identify ing the digital images to be 
printed, parameters for each digital pdnt to be made (e.g., 
sizej fidi&h, [im^ber of copies, pe^rsoml message, etc.), 
address informatioo for each of the recipienls, payment 
informaiion, ami ihc like, and ttoea tbe fiiifillnieQE cnicrprise 
would utilize this iaformaiioa io fulfilling the order. 

For the reasons noted below, Applicant submits that the teachings of Chui do not inherently 
describe or suggest that address information be included into a selection form as claimed so as to 
enable a user at the client machine to associate from within the selection form the one or more gift 
items with particular names in the set of names to thereby define a set of intended gift recipients. 
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The Patent Office is correct in regards to its statement that Chui teaches that information 
collected in the first instance can be maintained at the user's client system: 

The iafoniialion us«d to fulfill an ordei could be coikeled 
itom the user in the first m^tance ntul mfdntaidedl id a dm ss 
f>iposilory bcuted cilhex at the user's client system or at a 
remote server on a computer oelwork available to ihc ^i^€^^ 

18 

ciicni system atKt/or to tttc fulfillment cnicrprlsc, Each 
dBiributioc alks poieiitially would have its own associated 
data tabic. 

(Col. 17, lines 64-66, which paragraph continues to CoL 18, lines 1-3,) Applicant's intention in 
advancing the argument that Chui does not maintain data at the client machine should have 
emphasized that data from an existing address book is not combined into a selection form for 
forwarding to a host server in a manner analogous to the claimed method. 

Rather, Applicant's position with respect to the outstanding rejection is that Chui does not 
teach utilizing an address book maintained on the user's client machine so as to populate a selection 
form which the user then matches to gifts from within the selection form for forwarding to the host 
machine. 

Respectfully, the Patent Office contends that "Chui welcomes any alternative 'mechanism or 
technique for identifying recipients' (see column 18, lines 19-20)," is not an inherent teaching to 
utilize the contents of a conventional address book maintained on a client machine in order to 
populate selection forms which a user then designates and matches persons to gifts from within the 
selection form. 

Chui's teachings are that data is managed and utilized through "distribution aliases." The 
"distribution alias" can correspond to individual persons or to groups of persons, but in either case, 
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there is no selection form that is completed for submission in Chui. Instead, the only interface that 
is taught for the photo-site has the user matching a photo to an alias or an alias to a photo without 
the use of a selection form. In the alternative embodiment in which Chui states that one can grab 
images from other web pages, the interface again has the user matching a web-image to an alias or 
an alias to a web-image without the use of a selection form. 



The distribution aliases of Chui manage the parameters associated with groups or individual 
persons who are to receive photograph reprints. For example, at column 16, Chui describes the 
creation of an alias as follows: 



A u^r can create n new hUas, or modify an cxisiic^g oac, 
lining a .separate winiJow or inicrfacc cicmcni (eg., a 
'* Crcalc^*'Modify Alias window/' aot showna) dedicated to that 
purpose. Such a Crcaic/Modify AJias window could enable 
tbe user to specify parameters associated with each distri- 
l>tatlDn alias, tbr example, tbe alias' nan^, lis icon or otiier 
graphic &ymbi»l, the kkuriiies of arid contact information for 
each of the alias* iTterDbcr7>^ and various preferences 
(dcSivxry options, e ic.) as^ciMccJ cithc r with the dis4ril?ii tion 
alias as a whole and^or or with tbe alias" indivklual meoi- 
bers. 



Applicant submits that the claimed steps which populate a selection form at a client 
machine and enable the user to make the associations of persons to gifts from within the selection 
form for forwarding to the host server is a different concept than the alias-to-image or image-to- 
alias methodology of Chui. 



Chui has a further teaching that other interfaces could be used, including one in which a 
"standard address book metaphor" is utihzed: 
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Hie GUI of FIG, 5 represents only one of several aUer* 
5 native mechanisms or iatcrfaocs thrcmgh whkh iiscrs could 
designate intended redinetiis of ptints. For example, a 
siat^urd address book rneiaphor^ such found in certain 
c-iiiiiil applicution* qt personal iniforiiiaiiDa managt^r (PIM) 
progr^jm, could be used lo de&igmile recipients. To do so* 
ifcc user wmild sokct ooc or more rccipicnls from umong the 
user's atddfcss book entries and Iticn specify which images 
should printed and disltiboited to that user or iboj^ m^i^. 
Or tb^ pros^^ cmikl pnooecd in iMopj^ite order-Hhe vmt 
omM first specify linages lo be primed and ihcn seto one 
j5 or more recipleois from the us^j*s address book. 
Allernalively, or in addilaQH, the aser trould s.im|5iy type in 
ihc contact infonnatlon^ for example^ using a text cntr>' form 
or command-line interfiice^ to designate print rccipiants. 
Virtually my oiher median isrti or technique for identii^ing 
2Q niicipietit$ a>Mld be used instead or in addition . For example, 
die user coiald access one of the several directory services 
available on the Internet (e.g., Bigfoot at http:// 
w\vw.bigfooi-com) lo locate, identify and/or select print 
recipients. 



25 FIG. 6 shows an example of a data table that could be mtd 
loslouc informalion relating to n particular distribwibn ^lim, 
M shown therein, the data table 600 in this example 
corresponds to user*& Tansily" distribution alias, and 
incltite §ix entries or rows 602, one for each of the 

30 members 504 of the distribution ahas. TIk; data tabic 600 can 
include mult^le columim 6^-6t2 in which infermalion 
about each of the membigr& 604 i& siored . For ejcample, the 
data iablc 600 can include cohimns for contact infonnaticH] 
606 (shipping addrc^ e-mail address, tekphone number, 

55 etc.), default informatton (e.g., pieferred print siste, llnish^ 
number of copies, whether digilat and physical copies of the 
imagc^ or both, should be delivered, etc.), and delivery 
options 610 (e.g-^ Federd Expiess, cu^omer pickups U.S. 
Postal service, etcl. In addition, the dala table 600 can s^ore 



However, there is no teaching as to how the contents of a client-side address book could be made 
available to a web page that is presented within a browser environment. Accordingly, Applicant 
submits that Chui is not an enabling reference in this regard . Certainly, Chui is silent as to 
permissions being provided in order to enable access to the address book and include any of its 
contents into a selection form. As noted above, Applicant submits that Chui fails to teach or suggest 
that an association of persons to gifts being made from within a selection form. 
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Independent Claim 18 

With respect to claim 18, this claim calls for downloading to a client machine a component 
from the host server and retrieving into the component names from an address book accessible from 
the client machine. The downloaded component includes a selection template which coordinates 
with information in the address book. Chui only generally describes a web page and access (see 
Fig. 5 and at column 18, lines 4-15 (excerpted above)), but lacks the selection cells or matrix or any 
hint of a purchase- facilitating interface which does not rely upon a direct image-alias association. 
In contrast, the methodology of claim 18 presents an unassociated matrix of gift items and potential 
recipients, as illustrated in Fig. 2 of the instant application, which enables a user at the client 
machine to assess his or her gift choices in view of other choices - a feature not taught or suggested 
by Chui. Further, as noted, Chui lacks an enabling disclosure as to how its interface supports a 
"standard address book metaphor." The claimed methodology enables web sites to extract address 
book information through a conventional web browser interface, and is submitted to differ from the 
methodology taught by Chui. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of the Section 102(e) rejection against claims 1-21 is 
respectfiilly requested. 



Dated: September 19, 2005 
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